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1-Mar-2023

1-Mar-2023

1-Mar-2023

1-Mar-2023

2-Mar-2023

FILED: Petition for Review of a Special Action Decision of the Court of Appeals; Certificate of Service; Certificate of Compliance
(Plaintiff/Appellant Lake)

FILED: Appendix; Certificate of Service (Plaintiff/Appellant Lake)

FILED: Petitioner's Procedural Motion to Expedite Review of Petition for Review of a Special Action Decision of the Court of
Appeals; Certificate of Service (Plaintiff/Appellant Lake)

FILED: Certificate of Compliance; Certificate of Service (Plaintiff/Appellant Lake)
FILED: (Copy of) Opinion (Filed in CofA 2-16-23) (Plaintiff/Appellant Lake)

The Court is in receipt of Petitioner Lake’s “Petition for Review of a Special Action Decision of the Court of Appeals” and
“Petitioner’s Procedural Motion to Expedite Review of Petition for Review of a Special Action Decision of the Court of Appeals”
filed March 1, 2023. Upon consideration of the Court en banc,

IT IS ORDERED granting the motion for expedited consideration.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED any response to the petition for review is due no later than March 13, 2023. Respondents should
advise the Court as soon as possible if they plan to file a response. Pursuant to Rule 23(f)(1), “A party’s failure to file a response
to a petition or cross petition will not be treated as an admission that the Supreme Court should grant the petition or
cross-petition.”

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED amicus curiae briefs are due no later than March 16, 2023. Anyone seeking to file an amicus brief
must comply with Rule 16. "The motion must identify the interest of the person, state that the person has read the relevant brief,
petition or motion, and state the reasons why the appellate court’s acceptance of the person’s brief as amicus curiae would be
desirable.” Rule 16(b)(2).

The Court anticipates considering the matter at an internal conference on March 21, 2023. At the conference, the Court will
decide whether to accept review and schedule an oral argument. (Hon. James P. Beene)
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